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and are, in this sense, real. But it is only in this sense
that the geometer regards them as real.

It may be said that after all we do not know whether
such demarcated figures as the perfect circle ever actually
exist. I reply that the geometrician does not affirm their
actual existence. What he does affirm as actual is that
constitution of space on which the possibility of these con-
structions is founded. To affirm a possibility is to affirm
that certain conditions A actually exist, have existed, or will
exist, of such a nature that if certain other conditions B
were actualised, something else C would be actualised. B
is hypothetical. C as dependent on B is also hypothetical.
But A is actual; and apart from A the hypothetical pro-
position would have no meaning. In the present instance,
C is the existence of such demarcated figures as the perfect
circle; B is the existence of certain physical or psycho-
logical conditions ; A is the actual constitution of space.
It is in A that the geometrician is interested. Further,
his insight in regard to A enables him to understand how
and why, if B were actualised, C must necessarily be
actualised. Owing to the actual nature of space as
cognised by him, C is and is seen to be necessarily
possible. Even where the connection of antecedent and
consequent lacks this intelligible transparency, it still
remains true that every valid hypothetical proposition
expresses the actual nature of some specific reality. If
certain conditions are fulfilled, this acorn will grow into
an oak. This means that the actual acorn as I hold it
in my hand is actually constituted in a certain manner.
Similarly, the full import of any hypothetical proposition
can only be expressed by translating it into a corre-
spondingly specific categorical proposition.

As a last example of abstract thinking we may refer
to the science of number. Numbered groups of existing
things must be distinguished from pure number. There
are, let us say, three eggs in this basket and three terms
in a syllogism. Here we have only two distinct groups
of three, because there are only two groups of countable
things to be numbered. But if we ignore the adjectival